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thank the chairman of the Appropria-
tions Committee for his work and the
staff on the hard work they have done
on this bill. Based on the limited allo-
cation that they have received, I think
they did a pretty good job.

Mr. Chairman, I want to speak spe-
cifically to a provision in the bill that
I support, and I want to thank Mr.
Dicks for putting the provision in the
bill, and I want to thank the chairman
for allowing it to stay in the bill.

Basically, the provision I would like
to speak to is the sense of Congress in
this bill that deals with the fact that
this Congress should pay attention to,
work with, and try to understand the
increasing amount of carbon dioxide
into the atmosphere, and what does
that mean.

Carbon dioxide in the atmosphere,
while it represents a tiny fraction of 1
percent of the whole atmosphere, is the
chief gas that determines the heat bal-
ance; it determines the climate. And
there is a scientific consensus that
within the last 100 years, especially
within the last 50 years, human activ-
ity burning fossil fuel has put huge
amounts of carbon dioxide in the at-
mosphere, thus debilitating or chang-
ing that heat balance that we have
known for a long time.

An example: 10,000 years ago, at the
end of the Ice Age, it is calculated
through analysis that there was 180
parts per million of carbon dioxide in
the atmosphere. It took 10,000 years for
that to go up 100 points. 10,000 years.
Now, in the last 100, but especially in
the last 50 years, it has risen 100 points.
So what the natural environment did
in 10,000 years, human activity burning
fossil fuel has done in less than 100
years.

Now, what does that mean? Does that
mean whoever talked about global
warming is crying Chicken Little, the
sky is falling; don’t worry about it,
nothing will happen? Or does it mean
we need to pursue knowledge?

What it means is, that increase in
carbon dioxide in less than 100 years
that took the natural process 10,000
years to produce, this U.S. Congress,
this government should pay attention
to that issue. And the sense of Congress
contained in this legislation should re-
main in this legislation.

I yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington.

Mr. DICKS. I want to commend the
gentleman on his statement. This is
not an issue that should be partisan in
any way. We have had six former EPA
administrators in both parties say that
this is the issue of our time. A former
Member, former Vice President of the
United States, Al Gore, has made a na-
tional issue out of this. I would like
the gentleman to repeat what he said
about Greenland. I thought that was
very dramatic. I would appreciate it. I
think we have more Members now. If
you would repeat that, I think that
would be important to the debate.

Mr. GILCHREST. Greenland is an in-
teresting place because you can go
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back several hundred years. People
were tracking the increasing or de-
creasing glacier ice cap. So there is a
very accurate record. We saw some 20
yvears ago that the ice cap really sig-
nificantly began to melt and about 20
cubic miles of ice was flowing into the
North Atlantic. Today, that has in-
creased to 53 cubic miles of ice cap on
Greenland flowing in the form of water,
melted water, into the North Atlantic.
The rate we are going, we are going to
lose the Greenland ice cap. When we do
lose the Greenland ice cap, sea levels
will rise 23 feet around the globe.

Mr. DICKS. I want that to be re-
peated: 23 feet. I want my colleagues
from Florida who are sitting here on
the floor to think about what that
would mean in Florida, what that
would mean in the coast of California,
the coast of Washington.

Mr. GILCHREST. New York City.
Boston.

Mr. DICKS. This could be a cata-
strophic event. Yet we are not even
willing to have a sense of the Congress
resolution that says that human activ-
ity may be part of the problem. I mean,
we have got to wake up on this. It is
time to wake up.

The former Vice President has been
out making speeches all over the coun-
try. There was a movie which opened
last night on this issue. This could be
the issue of all time. If we don’t get
busy and start realizing we have got a
role and a responsibility to play here,
it may be too late. For every one of us
who either has grandchildren, or may
have grandchildren, we have got to
think about this. What legacy are we
leaving if we don’t face up to this re-
ality?

The authorizers simply haven’t done
it. That is why the chairman, I
thought, was very kind to accept this
amendment. But now I understand
they are going to knock it out on a
point of order. This is like putting your
head in the sand. I want to thank the
gentleman from Maryland, who is one
of the more enlightened Members of
this body, for all the facts that he has
brought to this debate today. I hope
somehow working together we can res-
urrect this at some future point. I
would hope even that maybe the chair-
man of the Commerce Committee
might rethink his opposition to this
sense of the Congress resolution.

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will
rise informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. KUHL
of New York) assumed the chair.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee will resume its sitting.

The
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The Committee resumed its sitting.

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, 25 years ago, I stood at this very
microphone at this very desk and of-
fered the amendment that initiated the
first Outer Continental Shelf morato-
rium dealing with drilling for oil and
gas. Over the years, that 25-year pe-
riod, working with industry, working
with the Federal Government, working
with the State government and work-
ing with the Congress, we have evolved
a program that has worked. During
that time we have opened up some of
the areas for exploration and for drill-
ing. During that time we have also
bought back some of the leases that
were environmentally threatening.

This amendment that was added in
the appropriations committee, the so-
called Peterson amendment, happened
without any hearings on the part of the
subcommittee, no hearings on the part
of the appropriations committee, and
now we are trying to do something
about that, at least give us time to
work with our own House committee
that has been working diligently for
the last 6 to 8 months on trying to
come up with a proper type of morato-
rium.

We should not allow this language,
the so-called Peterson amendment, to
stay in this bill today. We should con-
tinue the work with the House com-
mittee that is already working on it
and try to maintain the environmental
protection that is so important to so
many areas of the waters in and around
the United States of America.

As I said, this moratorium has been
here for 25 years. It has evolved during
that time. It has worked extremely
well. I believe that we should be very
careful in changes that we might make
and we shouldn’t make them wholesale
without definite thought and consider-
ation.
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I yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington.

Mr. DICKS. I want to commend the
gentleman from Florida who has been a
leader on this issue. We all know the
sincerity of Congressman PETERSON on
this issue. It is a very important issue.
But I want to say, I agree with you. I
think to do it in an appropriations bill,
and especially when it is part of the
President’s budget and the plan, to me
this isn’t the right way to proceed. I
realize that there is some history here
but it is 25 years since this was done
and I think this has worked very effec-
tively. Let’s try to work together to
maintain this provision.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the
gentleman for his thoughts.

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GENE GREEN).
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